The process of globalization has had far-reaching effects over the last decades. Due to crucial breakthroughs in science and technology, it is now possible for one person to talk to another in a different country in seconds, and news can penetrate every corner of the globe in just minutes. In addition, Friedman (2006) , The New York Times columnist, suggests that the business world is now "flat;" traditional barriers restricting entry into the global marketplace no longer exist. Today, entrepreneurs or enterprises can compete or collaborate on the global stage, and the advantages of location are melting away. Considering higher education, Gürüz (2008) discusses how the recent mass mobility of an estimated 2.5 million international students takes place and contributes to the global knowledge economy. Healey (2008) also discusses the concept of globalization in terms of higher education, which he refers to as the "internationalization" of higher education, with particular emphasis on how institutions in developed countries have taken advantage of this phenomenon. Specifically, higher education institutions in some developed countries have strategically profited from the emerging pool of students from developing countries who are increasingly entering the global education market. In England and New Zealand, international enrolment accounts for approximately 13% and 14% of the student body, respectively (Healey, 2008) . Countries with a low population and a strong demand for skilled workers find such internationalization beneficial to meet the skilled labor need in addition to earning tuition fees from international students (Bowen, 2010; Hartcher, 2010) .
Nevertheless, the increased movement of peoples on a global scale has not occurred without challenges. One drawback of this internationalization of mobility is the issue of migrant employment. According to Hartwich (2010) , for example, England has made an attempt to cap non-European immigration to deal with this problem. The argument is that employment opportunities for citizens should be preserved. However, resulting caps to immigration may affect the number of international students, and thus are criticized because such limits may be detrimental to some universities, which are already suffering from budget cuts. Australia is a case in point; stricter immigration rules have resulted in an unexpected decrease of 100,000 international students in 2010 (International Education Association of Australia, 2010). Within the education sector, institutions may welcome international students and the financial windfall they represent, yet the impact on the societies in which such students may represent significant numbers cannot be overlooked (Hartcher, 2010; Lee & Rice, 2007; Sugimura, 2008; Valentine, 2010) . Even considering the stressors involved for all stakeholders, it seems likely that the international mobility of students will increase in the future.
I recently had the opportunity to join the Fulbright International Educational Exchange Program, and thus became an international student. I have been back in my home country, Cambodia, for about four months now. I am still missing my life, my friends, and my school in the United States, where I spent two years earning my Master's degree in linguistics. Winning a place in and participating in the Fulbright program was a once-in-lifetime experience. Having the opportunity to study was one thing, but having the chance to explore life in the United States was quite another. I was in the U.S. during a few of its historical moments. I was there when the first African American was elected as the President and when a devastating economic crisis began. In addition, I spent my two years as an international student at Arizona State University in Arizona, the state where the toughest new immigration law was proposed and passed. In this article, my comments will focus on the impact of this new immigration law from the perspective of an international student.
The United States, with a population of about 307 million people, has the world's largest economy and is one of the richest countries in the world ("United States," n.d.). According to Gaynor and Schwartz (2010) , however, illegal immigration is one of the biggest problems in the U.S., although the recent healthcare overhaul and the economic downturn seem to distract attention from the issue. Nowhere in the U.S. has the attitude toward the estimated 12 million illegal immigrants been sterner than in Arizona, where roughly one-third of the population of approximately 6.5 million were born outside of the U.S. ("Arizona immigration law," 2010; Albrecht, 2008; Seper, 2010) and where it is estimated that approximately 450,000 illegal immigrants reside (Seper, 2010) . To contend with illegal immigration, Arizona adopted Senate Bill (SB) 1070, which requires all immigrants to carry IDs with them at all times and in so doing, provides a gray area which could lead to racial profiling, as police have the authority to stop any "suspicious" person to ask for an ID ("The new Arizona," 2010, para. 6).
SB1070 was signed into law by Governor Jan Brewer on 23 April, 2010 (Barrón, 2010) . The bill is a controversial topic, not only for the public in general, but also for international students. The Fulbright fellows in Arizona, myself included, were worried by this law, which we felt gave too much privilege to the police. We were concerned about being subject to racial profiling by the police, even after Governor Brewer confirmed that racial profiling was illegal and would not be tolerated ("Statement by Governor," 2010). When I first arrived in Arizona, I felt warm and respectful toward the police. Coming from a developing country, I appreciated the sense of security they provided. After the law was signed, I started to have different feelings: I felt a bit terrified and nervous whenever I heard a police siren or saw a police car. Although we carried the required IDs, it was difficult to know what would happen if we were stopped by the police. There could be many possible outcomes. The police might believe our alien documents and passports were forged and put us in jail first. Or the police might arrest us because they perceive us as suspicious: while it was claimed that the police would be trained to look only for "suspicious people" (Archibold, 2010; Barrón, 2010 ; "The new Arizona," 2010), in the end, there were no apparent criteria as to how to determine whether someone was "suspicious" or not. No matter how much training was provided, the determination of who was suspicious could be highly subjective (Campo-Flores, 2010) . As part of the minority community, we felt uncertain and concerned as it seemed likely that we could be stopped by the police and potentially be questioned or arrested.
I learned about a demonstration against the new law at the State Capitol Building. I took part in the demonstration because like others attending, I was against the law. At the State Capitol, the scene was calm. Although the majority of the demonstrators were against the new law, there were a few who supported it, which I appreciated in terms of their freedom of expression. This is a good aspect about the United States: you can always find people who really support their opinions with actions, no matter what the rest are thinking or doing. It was my first genuine experience with democracy in the U.S.
I understood Arizona's urgency to deal with illegal immigration. However, the effect of this law goes beyond illegal immigration. The perceived possibility of racial profiling might prompt international students to avoid opting for Arizona or even perhaps the U.S. If significant numbers of international students seek higher education destination alternatives to the U.S., this could eventually jeopardize the status of the U.S. as a world leader in science and technology, which is made possible through collaborations between scholars from different countries. As Stewart (2010) puts it, the presence of international students and researchers could drive Americans to be more competitive in the world market. This situation is not unique to the U.S., and must be addressed in many developed countries, many of which are popular destinations for international students. Immigration policies such as SB1070 can obstruct the mobility of international students, researchers, and scholars, opposite to governments' efforts in supporting exchange programs such as the Fulbright scholarship, with negative consequences for the global flow of knowledge. Both international students and host countries can benefit from the increasing numbers of students seeking educational opportunities aboard, but both sides must strive to adapt to the unique challenges that such increased mobility presents.
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